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7 -Sprint 
October 13.2003 

Hello, 

Can 1 rcqucst a meeting with Matthew Brill to discuss the AT&T petition in WC Dockct 
No. 02-361 rcgarding phone-to-phone IP telcphony services? Attending would be Dick 
Juhnke, VP Federal Regulatory Airairs for SpMt, and mysell: We are availablc anytime 
on October 14-16 (except from 3-4:00 on October lS), October 20, or October 27-29. 

Thank you, 
Norina Moy 
Dirwtor, Federal Kcgulatory 
(202) 335-1915 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Cummumicat ions Cummission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for  digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Gabriella Turek 
112 N Michigan Ave U12 
Pasadena, CA 91106 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 8:10:41 AM, 10/13/03 5413023099 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgnpl televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that suen a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, competnlve market m consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers AllOWlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neceosarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalny 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlceo that llmk my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal televlslon Thank you ?or your t h e  

Slncerely 

Jason Welngaflner 
45 Whatton Av9 
Nutley, NJ 07110 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sweet, NW 
Washigton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kuthleen Abemathy, 

I m H.iting to voice my oppoktion to MY FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 5 g "  technology for d@fd television. As a consumer 
and ciken, 1 feel sbongly thnt such a policy would be bad for innovation, c o m e r  Mtl, and the u l h a t e  adoption of D N .  

.4 robust competitive market for consumer elecbonics must be rooted in manufactum' ability to innovate for thdr customers. Auowing 
mode studios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will enable the studioe to tell tefhnologLu what new producte they can 
create. lh is  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumem like me acrually 
charged more money for infedor fmctionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast fleg mandate, I would a c i d l y  be leos likely to m&e m investment in DN-capable recdvem and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my I;& st the behest of Hollywood. Pleame do not mandate broadcaPt fleg 
technology for di&l trleviiion. ThanL you for your time. 

and if could result in me being 

Sincerely: 

Robert Seace 
120 Brninerd Road, Apt. 2 
&ton, MA02134 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federd Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NE' 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I ;am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for distal 
teleinsion. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive m&t for consumer electronics must be rooted in monufacturers' aMty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowingmovie studios to veto features of DW-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wll result in products that don't necerrMly reflect 
what consumers like me actudly want, and I t  could result m me being charged more money for inferior 
funcbonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inveshnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for devices that limt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &Gtd television. ?hank you for your &ne. 

Sincerely. 

Alexander Harvey 
6525 62nd Avenue North 
Pinellas Park, FL 33781 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federd Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washinson, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flng" technology for digital 
telemsion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policywould be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghtr, and the ultlmate adoption of DTV. 

A robus\ competitive market for consumer electsonlcs must be rooted in msnufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie stu&os to veto feamres of DTV-reception equipment d l  enable the studios to 
tell technolops what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actudly want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inveshnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for demces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyuood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology fox &@tal television. Rank you for your &e. 

Sincerely. 

John Spragens 
P.O. Box 61001 
Palo Alto, CA 94306 
USA 
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October I I, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Fedenl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon o? "broadcast flag" technology for d lgb l  televlslon AS a 
consumer and CRILen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or D N  

A robust competklve market for consumer electronbs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng mwle stud109 to veto features of DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast ?lag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology for dlgltal trlevlsbn Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Seth de I'lsle 

Poltland, OR 97214 
331 SE 29th Ave 

USA 
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October I 1. 2003 

Cornmlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgital televlslon. As a 
consumerand cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pnllcy would be bad for Innovptlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW. 

A robust, cornpetltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllRy to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DlV-receptlon equlpment WIII enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor funalonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recehrers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for dwlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest o? Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely. 

Wllllam Krueger 
512 14th Street 
Farmlngton, MN 55024 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltpl televlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that Such a poky would be bad for Innomtlon, consumer rlgha, end the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllRy to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features O? DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos le tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers Ilk me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for In?erlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest o? Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgta televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Chrlstopher Creal 
11020 S Eastwood Dr 
Palm HIIIs, IL 60465 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust competltlve market for consumer electranks must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers AllUWlng movle Shldlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functlonalky 

I7 the FCC Issues a broadcast ?lag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlees that Ilmt my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgb l  televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Domlnlc cerquett 
4416 Fleldgreen Rd 
Baltlmare, MD 21256 
USA 
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October 13: 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sheet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemnthy, 

I m &&g to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast rhg technology for digital television. As a consumer 
and citizen, I feel shongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, c o ~ u m e r  right@, and the u l h a t e  adoptiM of DlV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer elechonics must be rooted in m a n u f a m a '  ability to innovate for their cuutoma. Mowing 
movie utudios to veto feames of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologiatu what new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessadly reflect what consumers lite me actuaUy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior funotionality. 

If the FCC iisues a broadcast flng mandate, I would uctudy be le89 likely fa mnke an inveutment in DTV-capable receivas and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for device@ that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technolo%y far & & I  television. nmk you for your h e .  

since rely^ 

Dennis Owens 
30 Rmwick Ave 
Ststen Island, NY 10301 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernuthy 
Federal Communleatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrnlng to vdce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcust flag" technology for dlgltPl televlslon AS a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such u pollcy would be bad for Innovntlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, compettlve market lor consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In munufadurers' ubllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enuble the studlos to tell technologlsto 
whut new products they can create Thls wlll result In products thut don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
uctually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalty 

If the FCC Issues a broudcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
end other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broudcast flag technology for dlgltul televlslon Thunk you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Chrlstlan Braverman 
169 Quesada Drlve 
Rochester, NY 14616 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federd Communications Commission 
445 12th Street: NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag'' technology for dgital 
television. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovabon, consumer 
rights, ,and the ultimate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ahlity to innovate for 
their customers. Allowingmoole studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmentwill enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wll result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers Lke me ~ t d y  want, llnd it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inverhnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more tor demces that limlt my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast tlag technology for digtd telemaon. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Steve Latsch 
3211 Parkrood Ave 
Toledo, OH 43610 
USA 
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October 13; 2003 

Cammiasioner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Stxeet; NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Denr Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any Kcmanda ted  adopion of "brondcm !lag technology for di&l television. As a c~)n~lllllei 
and citizen, I feel skongly that such a polky would be bad for innovation, consumer righb, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive mnrket for consumer electxonics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing 
movie studios to veto fentures of DTV-reception equipment wiil enable the studios to tell technolo@ whnt new producrs they can 
crente. lhis wiU result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers U e  me a c M y  want and it could r e d  in me being 
chnqed more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Wrely to make an inveubnent in DTV-cnpable receivers and othei 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights nt the behest of Hollywood. Plewe do not mandate broadcapt fleg 
technology for &tal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Jess Jeaien 
3109 Knox St #648 
Dallas, TX 75205 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal CommunhatlonS Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
tonsumer and cMzen, I ?eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovatlon, consumer rlghtJ, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust. competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllhy to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle StUdlos to veto leatures of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonalty 

I? the FCC Issues a broadcast ?lag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmll my rlghts at the behest 07 Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Kenan Dalley 
5710 Purdue 
Amarlllo, TX 79109 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I ?eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltive market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manulpeturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers AlloWlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new produets they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetvers 
and ather equlpment i wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rights at the behest 07 Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology ?or dlglta televlslon Think you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Tlm Zlellnskl 
2482 S 99th Street 
West Allls, WI 53227 
LJ SA 
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Commissioner IGthleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear ICathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for & g a l  
telemsion. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate dophon ot Dn'.  

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ab$ to innovate for 
their customers. Allowingmovie stuclos to veto features of DTVreception equipment will enable the stuclos to 
tell technologtsts whit new products they can create. Thl5 WU result in products that don't necosanly reflect 
what consumers like me actudy want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
functionlLty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lsss likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollyvood. 
Please do not mmdate broadcast flag technology tor dgttal telemsion. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Carey Camazine 
788 Columbus Ave. .4pt 5D 
New York, NY 10025 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen p Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commissian 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washgtoh  D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemthy, 

I nm mitins to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast flq" technology for digid television. As a c o ~ u m e r  
and citizen, I feel sQon&ly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the u l h a t e  adoption of DW. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer elechonios must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their clutomers. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of Dlv-recepthi equipment will enable the studios to tell techdogisu what ne# products they fan 
create. Tnis will renult in products that don't necessarily reflect what connuners like me actually wan< nnd it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functiondy. 

Ifthe FCC issues a broadcmt flag mandate, I would actudy be less likely to make nn investment in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my riphts at the behest of Hollywood. Plenne do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for diejtd television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Richard Coleman 
44 Jefferson St 
Banpr, ME 04401 
USA 
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October 11: 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sheet: NW 
Washington, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy: 

I am m i h g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandsted adoption of "broadcast flq" technology for digital television. As n c o m e r  
and citizen, I feel skongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, nnd the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleckonics must be rooted in m a n u f a c w s '  abUy to innovate for thek customern. Allowing 
mavie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will ennble the mdioa to tell technologistr whnt new produore they cnn 
create. llilhis will result in products that don't necesssrily reflect whnt consumers like me acfilauy wen\ and it could result in me being 
chwged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues B broadcad tlag mandate, I would actudly be lese likely to m&e nn invesbnent in DTV-capnble receiver0 and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the brhest of Hollywood. Plense do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digid television. lhank you for your time. 

Sincerely: 

Daniel O'Connell 
22 Hollow Tree Lane 
Monroe, CT 06468 
USA 
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October I 1, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon at "broadcasttlag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and elfiren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate far tnelr 
customers Allewlng movle Studlos to veto teatures ot DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty 

IT the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgtal televlslon Thank you Tor your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Quentln Harfman 
24928 w Broadway 
Veneta, OR m a l  
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q, Abemathg 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
telemsion. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ulhmute adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer elecuonics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-zeception equipment will mnble the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. 71us wll result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually v a t .  and it could result in m e  bang charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers a d  other equipment. I ulll not pay more for devices that limit my rights at ?he behest of Hollyood. 
Please do not mmdate broadcast tlag technology tor &gxd television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Divld DiPietro 
3085 Memphis St 
Philadelphia, PA 19134 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Fedeml Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am wrklng to VOlCe my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkrl televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovstlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers abllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necess~rlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lor lnferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televtslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Devld Hlll 
8149 S Monaco clr 
Centennlal, CO 80112 
USA 



Page 1 Of 1 6 18 44 AM, 10/13/03 5413023099 - 

October 13. 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoption or DN. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllRy to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create This wlll result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlorfunctlonality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llrnlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglhl televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Peter Welsch 
117 N Falwlew h 
Apt A 
Bloomlngton, IN 47404 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 6 17 41 AM> 10/13/03 5413023099 . 

October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washingon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dgtal 
telemsion. As a consumer and clhzen, I feel strongly that such 
rights, md the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust. competitive mvket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Alloulng movie stud~or to veto features of DTV-reception equipmentwill enable the studor to 
tell technologrts what new products they can create. ?his wll result in products that don't necerrnnly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make rn invesbnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast tllg technology for digtal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

John Custer 
43 Hunters Run 
Newtoum Square, PA 19073 
USA 

policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
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Oetober 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon AS a 
consumer and ctlren, I reel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate far thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reeeptlon equlpment WIII enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywaod Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Chrls Demlsch 
435 Round Hlll Rd 
Creenwlch, CT 06831 
USA 



Page 1 Of 1 6:10:51 AM, 10/13/03 5413023099 - 

October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Ibthleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Ibthleen Abemathy, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag technology for &gtal 
television. As a consumer and nhzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nehts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Alloulngmo%e studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmentwill enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually uunt, and it could result m me being charged more money for lnfedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, 1 would acmully be less likely to make an invesfment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I u4l not pay more for demces that limit my r i g h t s  at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mmdate broadcast tlag technology for &gtd television. Thank you for your time. 

Smcerely! 

Darryl Lemngzton 
9103 Dorella Ln 
Austin, TX 78736 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, 1 tee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad Tor InnovntJon, consumer clghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' abllry to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlan equlprnent wlll enable the studlo9 to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessorlly reflea what consumers llke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor lunalonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

AI Baars 
W768 Hwy 60 
Rublcon, WI 53078 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Ahernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would he bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television, Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Charles Crouch 
802  North B Street 
Lenoir City. TN 37771 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgital televlslon. As a 
consumer and eklzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghh, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, eompetkbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturen' abllky to Innovate for their 
customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DN-reception equipment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what cansumer~ like me 
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for lnferlor tunctlonalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlees that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely. 

Mary Madden 
1535 Clement Street 
San Franelsca, CA 94118 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volee my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of"broadcastfIag" technology (or dlgbl  televlslon. As a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovrtlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manuhctunn' abllky (0 Innovate for thelr 
customers. AllOWlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neceosarlly reflect what consumers Ilk me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor funalonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Davld Mahlda 
7 Scyamore Way 
Warren, NJ 07059 
USA 


